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(54) Title: NQyEI^ORCE^NaVEL^ FAT^EHQQD^QNS^VBD-MASS.-CHARGESjGENERATCD 
3XJRR ADIATION. E LECTRIC FI ELD NEUTR INQ=CQND_UC TORS ; PER PETUAL MOTION MACHIN E AND "AERO- 
PLANE CARPFTS" n — 

Specification . 

Technical field . L'invention concerns the construction of New Physics of 

appearance or the "magnetic forces" due to the mutual deformations of the electric 
fields of the real charges and the discovery of New important Force in Atom, 
conducting further to a net negation of Einstein-Bohr Physics 

10 constructed from a beginning of XX century and accepted by everyone but which is, in 
xealjty, the trap, logically for centures, because during a century, only the new 
"confirmations" took place- and nothing indicated its falsehood. The 

bases of New Physics, developed by author, create the New State of 

%| the Human Knowledge and Capacities to Act. 
2Sp Summary . 

The electric charges do not exist and it is only the EXISTING charges and electric 
43 fields and their RELATIVE movement that are the material origins of the "magnetic" 
interactions. Due to the deformations of these original electric fields during their 
p RELATIVE movements, I discover New Force (unknown to Einstein and Maxwell, Bohr 
30PJ and Schrodinger) due to the electron rotation around the "immobile" nucleus. This New 
ljl Force hinders the electron to approach to the positive nucleus. The consequences of 
□ this discovery are enormous : the author declines Principle of Uncertainty of Heizenberg 
and Duality Wave-Particle (the electron is only a particle, the light is only a wave), 
and also the presentation of the electron movement by some function, determining, at 
35 the end, the Reigning Probability of the electron presence in the particular space spot, 
indetermined by the physical laws. This force increases quicker than the Coulomb one 
with the nuclear distance <R) decrease and determines the force equilibrium for th 
electron in the atom iand discrete fundamental orbit. During an excitation, the radial 
oscillation of the electron ( around the fundamental orbit, or the temporary /more 
40 distant/ orbit due to the temporary augmentation of the tangential speed) is born 





betw en th two radial opposite fore s (Coulomb and N w on s) wher in th electron 
makes the sinusoidal quasistationary movement with PRECISE direction of the RADIAL 
movement towards the DISTANT nucleus (because of the wave radiation ). The radial 
electron sp ed, wave frequence are stronger with the incr ase of th 

radius differences. An appearance of New Force in a direction, opposite to the 
momentary movement of oscillations is the general condition of a transformation of th 
kinetic energy of the moving charged particle into that of the electromagnetic wave. 
Contradictions of the Einstein-Bohr Physics as absence of the "quantic orbital numbers" 
at the hydrogen atoms or helium ions (and their presence since the helium atoms ), the 
Stark effect or the complete coincidence of the electron orbits without the exterior 
magnetic champ (it means a strange existence of the magnetic quantic numbers yet 
without the exterior magnetic field) are explained. The relativistic correction of Dirac in 
Schrodinger equation is not correct. The experiment of Michelson does not confirm 
Theory of Relativity. The light deviation near the Sun and the false particle mass 
increase in the accelerators do not prove Theory of Relativity neither. The change of 
the physical processes by the forces, unknown de facto in situ and depending on 
Observer ( like in Quantum Mechanics ), during movements with speeds approaching to 
fhoset of light without an acceleration, is strange a priori. Consequently, the most known 
conclusions of Theory of Relativity are not correct and the equations of Nuclear 
Physics and the properties of the certain number of the atomic (nuclear) particles 
are false . There is no dissapearance of the matter after the interaction between 
electron (e ) and positron (e + ). It is the transformation of e" and e + into the neutrino 
(u) and antineutrino (ti> with the T~ray appearance/Consequently, the masses of these 
particles are the same! The neutron contains the e~, e + , gluon and neutro (the very 
inert new particle that is the -neutron- star mass). Solar System is created 5 x 10 9 
year* ago, after explosion of the little Sun satellite (Supernova) and the neutros, 
created after explosion, have to be the heavy nuclei of the planets, around which the 
other elements could attach. 

The practical consequences are very tremendous but ask the investments One 
makes a detection (very expensive today) of u and u with a help of the strong 
irradiating y-rays wherein these particles are transformed into the charged e" and e + . 
One utilizes the very inert neutro (preparation process is described) to stock the 
charged particles (as e" and e + ) with their (e~ and e + ) possible consecutive dozed 
encounter wherein this vessel can be congelated in a solid azote with hole for this 
vessel. One makes the simultaneous mesurements (against Principle of Heizenberg) of 
the coordinates an^ speed with a help of New Force (using the immobile revealing 
charge with a screen). 

The Universal law of transformations: e~ = u + y and e + = u + y permits to find 
th unknown yet seri us nature of the electric (and gravitational) fields, propagating 
their action from Point to Point of the space ( short distance action! ) with a help of the 



omnipresent u and u. which are transformed into the e" and e + (very momentarily and 
frequently with a propagation of the spheric waves) without any loss of the energy. A 
strange appearance of the E (and H) vectors (electrical and magnetic forces) in the 
empty, space without the charges during the light propagation is du to the temporary 
and local conversions of the u and u into the e~ and e + . Due to an absence of th u 
and V between Universes, one does not see, principally . Other Universes. One makes 
the Perpetual Motion Machine in eliminating (locally and temporally) the Coulomb field 
after a local elimination of the u and u (with the intensive y- irradiation and 
consecutive elimination of the charged particles) and the massive separation of the 
charges without the fields (without the work!!. After an elimination of the gravitational 
field, analogically, one makes the "Flying Carpets". 

Consequently, for men, who know the definitive triumphant victory 
of Giants of Quantum Physics and the Relativity, the astounding 
voice of man (who never worked in this science i n the NARROW 
PROFESSIONAL sense) must appear "as, apriori, some strangeness and 
even naivety. Although due to the net conv ergence of "strange" 
facts, ESTABLISHED and well known, that the Victorious have let 
by the side or replaced by the new abstract_ POSTULATES "(WITHOUT 
PHYSICAL EXPLANATIONS) , sole purpose of which was to approach to 
the EXPERIMENT, the author can communicate, already since now, 
that these bases of Einstein-Bohr Physics are exploded and there 
is the return to the ancient Newton mechanics with Absolute space 
and materialized Maxwell ( u ~ e ~ and u _ e + ) the new data on 
the. nuclear particles. The proof of the Other Universes existence, 
with THEIR titatic energy reaction, confirms all above. Such 
general pertinent proof in sole time reflects the page of New 
Physics turned. This correct global domain of Human Knowledge must rapidly 
become the Human property; with its consequences irt the Cosmic Odyssey, 
Energetics or Atomic Scale Physics where it is, firstly, shown that the Life can 
be infinite, even without the Sun. 

Previous Art . These discoveries were deposed to the Industrial Property already in 
1996 /FR-96-1 0952, filing date 09/09/96 and FR-96-1 4393 (25/1 1/96) and FR-98- 
06595/. But nothing indicates the end of the Einstein-Bohr Physics, made by the 
recognized Giants of the Science. 'The Quantum Physics constitutes a body of the 
extraordinary beautiful doctrine that accords perfectly with facts and experiments" 
(Prof:A.AbrahanVs note: A preface to the special number of the journal "Scientific 
American- Pour la Science", june 1994, entitled "Quantum Physics"). One can tak the 
Courses in Physics of Landau L. & Lifshitz E. /1/, of Feynman R.P. /2/ or of Bercley /3/ 
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for the Previous Art of this Invention, because I d velop the New Global Physics from 
the facts and theories, well known to all Physicists as air ady the perfect Classics 
proved forever . 

§1. Real physical basis of "magnetic" fore s: very important force discovered as 
consequence. 

The "magnetic charges" were introduced earlier during a historical research process, 
but, in reality, they do not exist and the "magnetic" field appears only due to 
interactions of the Coulomb mobile charges. During their movement there is an 
appearance of the special forces which approach the same charges, moving in the 
same direction, and repulse them when they move in the opposite directions. It means, 
the "magnetic" force is only the another force of the interaction of the real electric 
charges (only when they move). As a result, one must consider that there is no 
"magnetic" field when there is no movement of the electric charges. But because of 
such historical origin of the magnetic preexistent charges, one has missed the discovery 
° f an existence of the verv important interaction, because, very, logically, it is the 
relative movement of the electric charges that is the most important for an appearance 
4? of the "magnetic" forces. And it is the distortion of the electric field that provokes the 
*j appearance of the force (justly the "magnetic" one) which makes the opposition to 
£ such distortion. At the end, it is a confirmation of the General Principle of Le 
= Chatelier. 
O 

m When the two electric currents move in the same direction (when the fields move 
fU together ) there is the repulsion by the Coulomb force of the charges (the resulting 
movement takes place in the diagonal direction between the directions of the original 
speed and the repulsion force). The new "magnetic" force is justly the opposite force 
to this Coulomb force of the distortion. And on the contrary, when the electric currents 
move in two opposite directions there is alre ady the distortion of the Coulomb fields 
b cause of their RELATIVE movement and the arising "magnetic" force, this time, helps 
the Coulomb force in requiring the decrease of this distortion. The agreement is clear. 
The magnetic charge does not exist and it is o nly the EXISTING electric charge and its 
— and their relative movement that ar e the material origin of the magnetic 
interactions (or rather "magnetic") . 

After such profound comprehension. I discover the force, unknown until now, but 
which is extraimportant in Atomic Scale Physics. During the mobile electron rotation 
around the nucleus (that is much larger), which moves, however, along the small orbit 
in following the electron movement (wherein it is the mass center that rests immobile) 
/4,5/. the electric force attracts the electron to the nucleus (during the orbit 
establishment in atom, for xampl ) In making the field distortion. And the Nouvel 
Force must arise in repulsing the negativ electron from the positive nucl us. In th 
case in situ, when the nucleus does not follow exactly th_electronS (several lec- 
trpn presence; nucl us and electron rotation around their axes) there is also the 
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evident distortion of th electric fields during the I ctron rotation on the orbit around 
nucleus. 

§2. Discovered Nouv I Force and Quantum Mechanics: annihilation. 
Evidently, with the approach to th nucleus, this force must increase well, because 
5 the angular electron speed, justly determining the intensity of the field distortions, 
must become stronger. Evidently, an influence of this force (and of the corresponding 
field) on the electron orbital movements must be very important. This signifies clearly 
that, even without the exterior "magnetic" field, there is a presence of the interior 
magnetic field (in atom). Logically, the nucleus rotational axis determines the 
10 symmetry of the field and the "magnetic" forces (projection axis). 

And the well known classical experiment (which is without a real explanation) of 
Stark /1 -3,6/. with the line separations in the atomic spectra, in the exterior Coulomb 
field, is well clear since now: the exterior Coulomb field, justly, reacts with the mobile 
electric field of the electron wherein the direction of the electron rotation around its 
axis (spin) plays its role in the increase (until resolution) of the spectrum line 
^ separations, confirming, after such well established experiments the validity of this 
J discovery. It is very difficult to imagine that, without the exterior electric field, the 
jj electrons, with the same quantum numbers, are found on the same orbit in making the 
obstacles to their stationary movement. 

Evidently, the Schrodinger equation, which does not take into consideration this 
energy of the interactions, is not (at least) precise apriori. The relativists correction 
| of Dirac /1-3/, trying to explain the experiments of Zeeman with the analogous 
£ separation (until resolution- Y.Z.) of the spectrum lines in the exterior "magnetic" 
g field, is strange apriori because the linear maximal electron speed (in taking the one 
sole "wavelength" of electron movement) is less than 0.5% pf the light speed during 
the -transition" from the excited -orbit" (or rather movement) to the fundamental 
orbit (in taking the Bohr radius IrJ equal to 0.52A and the light wavelength- 
A.-1215A), that must conduct to the negligent relativists correction. 

!n reality, without the precise equation, they took the empiric corrections. For such 
rotation of the charged electrons around their axes, they took from the experiment , 
according the hypothesis of Goudsmith and Uhlenbeck. the ratio. , between the 
magnetic and mechanic moments g g (gyromagnetic relation) equal to 2.002 /1-3.6/. In 
th case of the rotation around the nucleus, this ratio is equal to 1, without 
explanations! It means (even without having the correct bases of the fundamental 
equations) they took the approximative values according to the additional hypothesis 
without an explanation t satisfy APPROXIMATELY to the experiments at , ve| . 

Evidently, it is the impass for a more profound development. 

But from such extra important force, well hidden from Einstein and Bohr 
Schrodinger and Maxwell. Heir nberg and Fermi, one can mesure precisely the speed 
of the charged particles (the neutron with the equal charge presence /7,8/ comprised) 
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simultaneously with their coordinates! In putting, for instance the scintillating rigid 
screen on the particl trajectory /9, EP 303730, EP 307271, EP 235387, EP 701146, EP 
601176, WO 92/15026/, one can .know precisely the particl coordinates. And in 
putting th Coul mb charge with the minimal possible mass and with a shield (the 
shield for charge, excepting the direction to the scintillating screen) and in mesuring 
(with the formidable sensitivity as, for instance, yet the Physicist Coulomb did /3.10/) 
the force, acting on this revealing charge, one can well know the precise speed of the 
particle in the spot near the screen. This speed must be proportional to the mesured 
force (evidently, in making the correction for the pure Coulomb interaction). Such 
process (for the simultaneous measurement of the coordinates and the speed) must be 
very important for the development of the interconversion and interaction processes in 
the Nuclear physics, that costs solid sums. 

But such technical development changes already principally the bases of the 
Quantum Mechanics, according which the coordinates, energy and quantity of 
movement of the particle like the electron "do not have the well determined values in 
each moment" /11/. And according De Broglie: "if there were experiments that permit 
us to know exactly all values, attributed to the corpuscle, the relation of Uncertainty 
of Heizenberg would not be evidently satisfied any more.. After such experiment, one 
will not represent the state of our knowledges by the wave ip" /11/. Justly! It means it 
is already clear that this principal experiment will be sufficient to demonstrate that the 
bases of the Quantum Mechanics are not correct. Moreover, one will see that even the 
Quantum Principle and the Dualism Wave-Particle are not correct. 

And again, if the particle coordinates and the speed are present there would be no 
probability for the particle to be in the determined spot with the determined speed. It 
means there is no waves of probability (of De Broglie). "Such experiment (according 
L De Broglie), in principle, cannot take place because even of an existence of the 
quantum of the action" /11,12A Accoring to A.Einstein, " an indetermining aspect 
appears in the Quantum Mechanics because of a failture of the complete description 
but not because of this propriety belonging to the matter" /13/. Moreover, A.Bnstein 
considered, justly, that "later the theory will impose that will avoid the statistic 
character but which will introduce an important number of values in the theory" /13/ 
that I develop here, principally. ' 

Logically, these electric field deformations during their relative movement are the 
origin of the change of the value of the electric field E vector with the time (t) (1st 
derivative). One can make an analogy of the rotation of the electron around the 
nucleus with that of the Moon (showing the sam surface to the Earth) around the 
Earth, showing all its surface to th Moon. And in taking int considerati n th spin 
(r tation around own axis) of the electron (and of the nucleus), one can compare 
the rotation of the el ctronS with the rotation of th Earth ar und the Sun /14/. 
having its own rotation around its axis (25 equatorial days) /15/, although the 
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gravitational forces are neglig nt in comparison with th se of Coulomb /7/. In 
supposing (for the simplified global calcuiati n) th nucleus as imm bile (and without 
taking into consideration the small corrections made by the I ctron spins), one can 
easily calculate (anal gically with the acceleration during the angular movement) 
5 that the 6E/8t value is equal to the Bo (where the (D is the angular speed) or equal 
to the EV/R wherein the V- is the linear speed of the electron rotation and the R- is 
the rotation radius. Because the E value is inversely proportional to the 2nd power of 
the R, the value of this derivative of E with t is inversely proportional at least to the 
3d power of the radius. Evidently, with the R decrease, this force, that repulses the 

10 electron from nucleus (because of the field deformations), must grow quicker than 
that of Coulomb (inversely proportional to the 2nd power of the R). And justly this 
must determine t he minimal discrete orbit of the electron . This is already the 
fundamental difference with the prinicples of the Quantum Mechanics. The nature of 

□ the force that prevents the electron to take the fundamental orbit, again lower than 

1C= r o* a o^ < rninimal Bohr orbit), justly, was not known /12A 

J lhe connection of this derivative of the E (with t) with the rotor of the B vector 

h of the magnetic field by the Ampere-Maxwell equation has no to be precise because 

this equation was done (or rather conceived ) by Maxwell for the qualitative c hanoe of 

^ the E modulus. The precise equation for the stationary electron movement will have 

2p the sole stable solution for the R distance from the nucleus (the R=r and the 

o 

tangential speed v=v q ) because the spectrum lines are the same for all particular 



fs 1 atoms 



In the case, when the charge movement direction is perpendicular to that of the 
lectric field in the case of the stationary electron in the atom, there is no creation 
25 of the waves and the energy does not have to diminish. But after the disequilibrium 
(the vertical direction) after the atom excitation, the electron returns in the direction 
of the nucleus (when its radial speed becomes zero and the New Force is weaker 
than that of Coulomb) in approaching the nucleus at the distance that is shorter 
than that of the fundamental orbit. As a result, there is some classical oscillator with 
30 the fundamental orbit as the circular trace of the radial equilibrium mean line wherein 
the dependence of the radial speed of the electron returnings on the Radius is 1/- - to 
superior power. As a result, with the R increase (or of the increase of AE: potential 
energy difference of Coulomb field) during the imbalance action, the frequence of 
the electron periodic movement must increase with, evidently, the same tangential 
spead. This is clear confirmation of the experiments as the photoelectron effect /1-3/. 
But the Einstein-Bohr Physics never explained such PARADOX , because th energy of 
th classical wave depends on its amplitude (th square of the modulus) (but NOT on 
frequence). At the end, it is the another confirmation of the New Fore existence 
(§1). After the oscillations in the direction of the static electric field there is the 
creati n of the electromagnetic waves due to, justly, the New Force (after the relative 
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deformations of th lectric fields), justly once more, directed against th electric 
field deformation (Le Chatelier Principle). The part of this force (due to the electron 
mov ment in the direction of the Coulomb field), in th direction against the 
movem nt , diminishes additionally (to th simple transformation of th kinetic nergy 
into the potential) the kinetic energy in transforming it into the energy of the radiated 
electromagnetic wave. 

Evidently, this movement (after the excitation) must be quasi-stationary (with, for 
instance, the interference) with the complete number of the periods in (at the end 
once more) fundamental orbit. And at the very small sizes of the electron and 
nucleus, relatively to their distance .and at precise (!) direction of the electron radial 
m vement to (and from) the small nucleus, the, fine geometric special accord of this 
particular wave of the electron movement in the atom must take place. The very 
elevated percentage of the energy transformation into the heat (evidently, because of 
a more general disaccord with the chaotic excitation) confirms the necessity of the 
very fine accord. The oscillations ( at the beginning ) of the electron around the 
nonfundamental orbits can take place because of the increase of the electron 
tangential speed (change of the radius and speed) wherein the two returning forces 
(during the oscillations) are weaker (with the distance R from the nucleus) and 
produce the oscillations with a weaker amplitude and frequence. The consecutive 
obligatory experimental return on the fundamental orbit (with oscillations around it) 
( xisting evidently for each electron) confirms well the existence of the one sole 
stable solution for the equilibre of these two forces (of Coulomb and New)- r Q - v 
( tangential ). 

So the superior orbits (representing the equilibrium mean lines for the oscillations ) 
are also discrete 9 without this strange quantum principle, because, for instance, the 
energy of even the small electron is not quntified at the atom exterior, according to 
the spectra of the cosmic hydrogen atoms, wherein these spectra are continuous since 
th end of the series of Lyman /5/. Evidently, such wave, is not purely sinusoidal but 
it must contain the group of the sinusoidal waves (according Fourier). Such perfect 
accord helps to explain the "strange" dependence of the angle between the absorption 
and emission occillators on the absorption band (the particular transition) of the dye 
/Refs.18/. When the wavelength of the transition is long, these oscillations coincide 
( vidently because of a smaller amplitude and a more stable configuration of the 
quasi-stationary "wave" in the molecule). And an increase of such angle with the 
frequence, evidently, must take place because of a less stable configuration of the 
quasi-stationary "wave" with the increased differ nee of th potential energies (in the 
Coulomb field) of the orbits. 

In the Quantum Mechanics, the quantization of the electron orbits is du to the 
obligation to have the entire number of th "waves" (of the radiated light) al ng the 
orbit length /19/, which is det rminated already by th quantization of the electron 
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p t ntial en rgy. As a r suit, the electron can only have the particular orbit and 
transform its potential nergy from this orbit into the electromagnetic wave, having 
the "period" ("frequence") of such orbit (the entire number of these periods /17/) M in 
knowing"! in forward that the orbit has already such values, that was not accepted by 
5 A.Einstein ("The wave in the space of 3N atoms wherein the speed is settled by the 
potential energy" is not supportable /20/). 

But *hy must the lines of the correspondent spectrum at the quantum numbers I 
(due to the orbit ellipticity, according to Sommerfeld) appear in the hydrogen atom 
and correspond to the same fundamental orbit ? And really, one cannot see such 
10 decomposition in the hydrogen atom. After the numerous experimental, well precised 
efforts, absolutely necessary for the veritability of the Quantum Mechanics and 
theoretical calculations, they found (instead of the numerous lines of corresponding 
spectra to such quantum numbers I) only the two components, corresponding to the 

_ same transition n=3-*n=2 /21A These two components must correspond to the electron 

-E3 

15 xj SP'" notation. This rotation (on the fundamental orbit) must be fixed with the general 
NI stability (free energy minimum) between the Coulomb static field (nucleus and 
]P electron) and the field deformations due to the 2 types of the electron movement: the 
orbital and spin. Logically, with the quasi-stationary movement of the Oscillator after 
^ the excitation, the electron spin rotation does not change the direction, that produces 
20 g the two waves of the electron movement (with the 2 spin types). It means these two 
lines of the hydrogen atom spectrum correspond well to these movement waves. But 
according to the Quantum Mechanics, in the helium ions or atoms, the numerous 
[=£ spectrum lines, corresponding to the quantum numbers I, must take place according to 
W their theory . One explains such disagreement between the experiment and the theory 
25^ by the broadening and the complete fusion of these numerous lines into the two ones 
(justly into the two lines!) due to the Doppler effect. But in reality, it is not even 
serious because: (1) there is no dependence of this fusion on the frequence of the 
transition (there is still the same fusion even for the long wavelength A=6562A, 
n=3->n=2- Balmer series) but this broadening due to the Doppler effect is proportional 
30 to the frequence; (2) this spectrum type is the same for the helium ion although the 
distance between the spectrum lines is the four times more but the broadening is 
inversely proportional to the root of the nucleus atomic weight /21.5/; (3) the optic 
spectrum of the helium atom (with the two electrons) has already the numerous lines, 
corresponding to the quantum numbers /19 f 21/ (see below); (4) due to the Stark 
35 effect, the hydrogen spectrum lines (and helium jon) decompose also into the certain 
number of the components /5/ due t th air ady mutual interactions during th 
deformations of the electron el ctric fi Id with the nucleus n and with the exterior 
field. I stipul that these exp rimental facts, VERY WELL ESTABLISHED , but strange f r 
their Physics, help m cl arly to expl de this Einstein-B hr Physics, established by the 
most prestigious scientists fr m beginning of th XX century. 
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... But when there is already a presence of the electron on the fundamental orbit 
(the lowest), one must calculate the fundamental orbit for th 2nd lectron taking 
int consid ration the relativ movements between this electron and the nucleus with 
the 1st electron and its spin too. And the stationary orbit and the quasi-stati n^y" 
5 smusoidal movement of the 2nd excited electron must accord well, justly, with the 1st 
electron on this fundamental orbit, that corresponds well with, so called an 
appearance of the numerous quantum numbers I since appearance of the extra 
electron in the helium atom /19,21,15/. 

It means the special principle of the quantization in the atom (moreover, only in 
the atom!) of the potential energies (moreover, before the radiation of the 
electromagnetic wave) is not correct. And it is the level and the form of the 
corresponding fundamental orbit, that determine the discrete levels of the electron 
orbits because of the O^SSJCAL physical circonstancs, created by the intraatomlc 

forces ( the New Force included) (to have "the wave' of the electrons », 

P quasi -stationary , that radiates the electromagnetic wave). And these discrete livX 
« appear not due to the special postulats, based, at the end. on the Principle of 
£ Uncertainty of an impossibility to know precisely the electron state (its coordinates 
% *— " ener9y at the time > ™« on (as the result of this Principle) the 

_ J Duality Wave-Particle. and. consequently, on the , function (very abstract), the 
J~ modulus m the 2nd power of which determines the governino Probabl.ity of the 
* o electron to be in such or such spot of the space. "The function does not reflect 

H I" T T ati ° n rath6r ^ 6XPreSSeS ^ C ° ntaCtS — — - T^nf the 

jy situafon. But consequently, the laws of the nature which we can formulate, do not 

h apply to follow the change with time of something that exists, but rather apply to 

; ;; o ; h ;;r tions T time of the content of ^^l^^- ™ s 

lettre of A.E,nste.n confirms this last fragment with a help of his physical .^n~ 
§3. Theory of Relativity and its consequences are not correct in the sense of 

EDysicaJ events in situ de facto. Consequences. 
I showed that the Dirac relativist* correction in the equation of Schrodinger as 
wel. as the principle of the dependence of the events (in atoms) on the Observer 
(who ,s present also in the Theory of Relativity) are not va.ab.e princ.oa.lv . ,t means, 

TT B T SUPPOSe th3t ' a,rCady ' tHe ^ of * «- situ 

that is well confirmed below. 

J^IT'T' con,a,ns ,he * a * m curreMs of ,he char9M (beins 

lonizeoj with the plasma convection in the surface ^ 

c race layers and even with the nwn 
rotation around its axis /is.Refs.23/. The "magneto- r M „ 

1 * ev,dent 'y. «s not correct. For instance, even 
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thevery strong static fi Id (millions volts) eliminates all light from the atomic 
spectra! /5/. Logically, as a result, ne can read /24/: " Evidently , the data, concerning 
the light d viations are not good (in spite of the constant repetitions- Y.Z.). All that 
one can say: the magnitude is correct only approximately 1 '. 
5 A grand number of results, considered as very serious, concerning the impossibility 

to increase the electron speed in the particle accelerators, in reality, does not prove a 
validity of the Theory of Relativity, because one forgets, the electric field also moves 
with the light speed and the electron acceleration (that moves with such speed with 
its field) by the exterior electric field is not possible. Paul Langevin wrote it yet in 
10 1923 /25/: "The electric force lines, attached to the centre (of electron) tend to 
displace traversely to the movement direction (also the exterior field direction- YZ) 
and when the speed reaches that of light, such lines will be completely traversal". 

But the well known experiment of Michelson, claiming that one cannot have the 
speed greater than that of light, clearly, does not prove it, although the tactic of this 
15^ experiment is well fine. Firstly, the speed of the light propagation is determined by the 
-4 speed of the induction of the variable magnetic field from the variable electric field 
t and oppositely. And after the falsehood of the Duality Wave-Particle, proved with the 
=J3 New Forc e (§2). the light is the simple wave, evidently without the inerty. And this 
tf| wave does not have any relation with the Newton's Mechanics. The thesis that the 
20J- light is particle, is based only on the linear light propagation. As a confirmation, 
Q according to the characteristics of the light radiation by the atom, one can change (by 
j_j th radiated atom movement) only the radiation frequency, but not its speed (of the 
^ pr pagation of the electromagnetic nature) and when it is the Earth, that moves in the 
O direction of the radiation source (also the effect equivalent to the Doppler one) (with 
25= the Earth relative speed equal to v t ), the relative spead of the ]ight of the source is 
equal to c - v t , that is interpreted today as the 'frequence change". Moreover, one 
must take correctly the path length, traveled by the light in the direction, 
perpendicular to the Earth movement, taking into consideration the movement of the 
r fleeting mirrors (with the Earth speed) during the light run (the sum of 2 
30 hypotenuses), that was not taken into consideration by Michelson (but was taken later 
/24/). And again, one must take correctly also the mirrors -displacement (with the 
Earth speed) for the light run length in the Earth movement direction during this light 
run time (that was not done since Maxwell!!). After such 3 modifications, one 
calculates that the time difference between the two runs is well negligible: 
35 At=^U [ -4 - — ^ ] (where ' 0 =11m and 3=1°" 4 . c- light speed.) 

c i-pr 

it means At=2.3xi0~ 16 sec, and it is sev ral times less than the duration (at least 
2X10 sec) of th light r radiati n (presenting several times /!/ on the optic path) 
and it must give the length shift (traveled by light) about 7 times less than the 
40 wavelength U). Even the best consecutive experiments could hot exclude th Earth 
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speed less than 5 km/sec, it means 6 times less than the real sp ad wherein other 
imprecisions (besides of th displacement of the interferenc fringes) take place in 
the experiment errors /26/. 

As a result, the differenc of the runs cannot b detect d in this xperim nt, that 
S was, justly, resisted by A.Michelson /26/, confirming these calculations, based on the 
Newton's Mechanics. All this signifies that the objective proofs of the Theory of 
Relativity are absent. Evidently, if the Observer mesures, with the light speed, the 
movements with the speed values, close to those of the light, one would have the 
r suits according to A.Einstein, but it is not the re ality taking plac e in situ rt» 
10 There is no any known force that conducts to the mass increase. The very abstract 
theory, without the data and without the confirmations presents now something that 
can only convince an imagination, but not plus. 

Consequently, there is no mass (m) elevation and the extremely known equation of 
a fantasy of a disappearing and appearing world: E=mc 2 is pure fiction. But during the 
15 p Sun helium synthesis there is the positrons creation /is.23/ and the mass annihilation 
jD of the electrons and positrons ( by Einstein!) must take place. During its life, the 
i Sun to lose the mass well nonnegligible / 27 /. But the Geologic data gives the 
f proofs « tnat are "irrefutable that the Sun had to have the same mass" /27.15/ as now 
% /t5A And they reso,ve thls strikina contradiction by a proposition that during milliards 
20 1 of years,the Sun "asked" exactly the same quantity (not more, not less!) of the 
L, m teorites and the comets to compensate its mass loss /27/. It is too naive and is not 
| even scientific. Moreover, even on the Earth (having a much higher relation 
HJ "surface /volume", than the Sun and being closer to the zone with the meteorites) 
g there is no appreciable quantity of the meteorites (for instance, according to the 
25 ^ archeology). 

The experiments, demonstrating the properties of the light as the particle with even 
the mechanical properties /1-3/ as the quantity of movement/are only wrongly 
interpreted. The Compton experiments /1-3/ must be interpreted as the induction (by 
the vectors of the electrical and magnetic forces of the electromagnetic wave) of the 
30 vibration of the matter electrons, which make the wave energy dissipation into the 
heat or/and transform it into the secondary radiation with the longer (or almost the 
same) wavelengths. This property depends on the matter the Compton experiments 
were, iustlv, made with the paraffin block, that easily dissipates the energy. But the 
Bragg experiments (wherein there is the wave reradiation by the sodium atoms in the 
Nad crystal) do not show the energy dissipation because of the rigid crystalline 
structure. And it was. at the end, well known! Accordingt Langevin /23/ ( if the light 
falls n the conduct r plan . firstly, the wave E vector w uld force the lectron to 
d.splace .n th vect r direction, perpendicular to that of th incident wav propagation 
and aft rwards the magn tic field vector mak s the lectron oscillations in the 
direction, parallel to that of the incident wave (according th Lor ntz law) And the 
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famous photoelectric ffect is explained very clearly since now : it is du to a larger 
wave AMPLITUDE (naturally!) with a higher frequence , that the electron oscillates with 
a larger own amplitud until the moment when it can "jump" from the metallic 
plate. Concerning the proprieties of the (so called,. yet now!) "electronic" waves, it is 
5 th waves, reradiated by the electrons of the crystalline lattice atoms after their 
interaction with the incident electrons (the particles!), where as a result, the electron 
loses its quantity of movement. 

One can clearly resolve the scientific contradiction of centures between Newton 
and Huygens, concerning the light nature. I.Newton was wrong because he did not 
10 know the Maxwell discoveries, relating to the electromagnetic mechanism of the light 
rectangular propagation in the empty space (the vacuum). But why does each point 
(on the wave propagation path) radiate the waves in all directions in the matter, but 
not in the vacuum? Of course, it is the secondary waves, reradiated by the electrons 
of the matter (where the light propagates). But how can one explain the waves, 
15 J propagating in all directions (the diffraction mechanism) during the slit action in the 
S| vacuum? But justly, it is not the vacuum (the absolute vacuum)! The light with the 
I wavelengths, equal to the several thousands of Angstroms, must already pass near the 
jjj crystalline lattice with the small atoms (~A). in inducing, of course, the elecron 
3 Orations of the lattice atoms, and this light radiation ( secondary !) takes place 
20 J already in all these directions. The clarity of the conclusions is perfect and | do not 
O see any problem . 
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§4. New Laws for Atomic Scale Physics and Cosmogony of Universes 
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But the E=mc equation falseness conducts to the Mass Conservation Law and as a 
25 ■■ r suit, there is no dissapearance of the electron and positron masses after their 
"annihilation". This signifies clearly that there is the particle creation (during this 
interaction) with the same masses but without the charges. But these particles must 
be the electronic neutrinos and antineutrinos (u g and v^) which must have the same 
mass (e- symbol signifies the electronic, evidently). Evidently, their determination is 
30 very complicated /9,28/ and one loses them quite simply, in postulating, -normally" , 
"the annihilation" of the electron and positron masses, that "creates" the energy- of 
th r-rays, appearing after the collision between the electrons and positrons! 
M reover, during these experiments, there is an appearance of a grand number of 
particles /28/ (because of the equipment matter!). It means all was clear in the 
35 negative sense. 

At the end, on knew that "the neutrinos are generated during the collision by the 
neutronisation and by the thermal emission. The thermal mechanisms proceed by the 
annihilation of th ~e + pairs (real and virtual)" /29/. C nsequently, there is no 
c reservation of th mass and the n utrino mass is equal to zero /29.17/. But with the 
falseness of the equation E=mc 2 and with the absence of the basic principle of thl 
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mass anmh.lation, one concludes that the n utrino and antineutrino must have the 
same masses as the electron and positron and during this reaction there is the 
transformation of the el ctrons into the neutrinos and the positrons into the 
antineutrino with the radiation of the electromagnetic waves y (energy). It means, one 
5 can create the charged electron from the neutrino with the irradiation help. It is 
rather the transformation of the neutrino with the energy help into the " excited - state 
(it means charged), cal|ed the electron. As a result, the creation of charge with th* 
irradiation help is possible since todav l! It is new Superiaw of the Universes, that 
changes our mentality and the view of our the most global conceptions. And the new 
10 experiments of the "Science Fiction" appear. What energy spectrum must the neutrino 
absorb in order to become the electron? And again, the superquestions. concerning 
the unknown structures of the particles: what does the radiation of the 
lectromagnetic wave mean (from already the particle )? Where is such "quasi- 
stationary wave" situate (§2)? Does the difference exist between these y- rays and 
the -normar y- rays? Or rather does all y- rays are, justly, of this origin: e"- u + y 
and e -» u +■ t' 

| 1116 data With the "^utrinos confirm exclusively these results. The most important 
^ neutronizationsare: 1. The electron capture by the nucleus with the creation of the 
m n utrino and the neutron (or proton) in the atom. 2.The electron capture by the 
20 45 free protons with the creation of the neutrino and neutron /29/. In reality, these two 
O processes are not - in *eed, correct. It is known that the neutron is heavier than the 
pj proton (the mass of the neutron is: 939.6 "MeV" and of the proton is:- 938.3 "MeV") 
£ /17/. It means, their difference (1.3 "MeV") is more than two times more' than the 
electron mass (0.511 w MeV w ). 

25 H Evidently, one can make the very effective detector of the neutrinos and 
antmeutrinos. in irradiating them with the intensive y- rays, because the charged e" 
and e can be well detected, for instance, with the help of the perpendicular (to their 
m vement) magnetic field and, for instance, with the help of the camera, similar to 
that of Wilson, or with the help of the scintillating screen on their traject /9/ This 

30 n utnno and antineutrino detector can be made analogically with the neutron 
determination with the 2 layers /EP 246060/. In the 1st layer, the v (or U) ar* 
transformed into the charged particles (e" or e+) with the irradiation help and 
aft rwards these charged particles change the conductivity, registrated in the 2nd 
layer after their penetration in this layer. The neutrino (and antineutrino) detectors (of 

35 today) are very uneffective /9,23/ because of the very weak neutrino interactions with 
th matter. 

Th telescope for th neutrino determinations can be also made with the help of 
the transformations of the neutrinos (antin utrinos) into the electrons (positr ns) with 
the powerful y-rays b fore the ent ring into the telesc p . The images of the I ctron 
40 (positron) rays can be made as in the e.ectron microscope (this time with the 
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telescope positions of the electr nic lenses). One cannot even exclude that the extra- 
Civilisations (the existence probability of which is very strong- see below) make their 
signals with the u (or u) rays (modulated), which can move with the sp eds, much 
strong r than that of the light! The test of this probability is not so complex. 
• 5 As a result of the transformation reactions of the protons and neutrinos /30/, and 

also the Cosmogony data (see below), one can consider that the neutron contains the 
proton (and positron). And the rest of the mass must belong to the other Ught particles 
as the gluon, which must be necessary to "glue" the neutrons with the protons. The 
z ne of the atom special stability, where the quantities of the neutrons and protons 
10 are almost equal /30/ f confirms a presence of such particle in the neutron. Moreover 
its mass is very small /1 7,32/, but like the neutrino, the gluon must have it, like all 
particles . < ■ 

The proton bombardment with the help of the antineutrino produces the neutron 
and positron /so.29/. In reality, these data must be wrong. This proton nas 
15^ to betransformed into the neutral particle (as the neutron) but already without the 
^ positron (although the normal neutrons can also be created from the antineutrino and 
j pr ton /with energy/). From the Cosmogony data, one can find the support of my 
^ thesis of the creation of the new particle, similar to the neutron (and the proton) 
« without the charge, but also without the electron and positron (and gluon). In the 
20 ^ Supernova stars, where the temperature increases until 10 11 - C (!). all "neutrons" go 
Q v ry rapidly to the star center after very strong and rapid star explosion, together with 
rtj the powerful outside currents of the neutrinos and antineutrinos. 

At such temperature in the star nucleus, all elements as the iron (of the star 
M nucleus) are ionized and their electrons are free /33-38.27A But the reason of such 
25 powerful explosion is the interaction of the electrons with the positrons, that, justly 
are also free at such strong temperature after the transformation of the proton into 
the positron and neutro (n») (as I name this new particle). The very strong quantity 
of the explosion energy (g 9 .s%) is transformed in the energy (kinetic!) of the 
neutnnos and antineutrinos /38/. The neutro <n') must be the particle with the similar 
30 mass to that of the neutron (although less than the proton) and without the charge 
(net). It means this must be the "classic- neutron, but without the electron and 
P sitron (and gluon). And justly, these neutros move rapidly to the star center. If the 
properties of the neutrons and neutros are different (it means it is the different 
particles), the facts would confirm cela. It is known that the neutron stars (the rest 
35 after the Supernova' explosion) are sufficiently liquid /38-40/, and with each period of 
the star r tati n, its magnetic axis changes the direction /35/. in confirming th 
w aker interacti ns between the neutr star c mponents, which can exist during the 
enormous t,m in such isolation (but tog ther) in difference with the neutr n that can 
. x,st ,n th isolated state only -is minutes /17/. Although in the nucleus, the 
40 neutrinos are stable, participating actively in th support of the nuclear structure 
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("drop model') /7/. This neutro particle can, logically, have the magnetic prop rties 
(in the Lorentz sense) (acc rding to the properties of the neutro stars), which ar 
weaker than those of classic neutron, because the neutro does not contain the two 
charged particles: e and e + , that one can easily confirm. 

Logically, these neutral particles, clearly obtained after the bombardement of the 
protons (p) with the antineutrino /29.30/. are the neutros (n'), because one cannot 
obtain the neutron with, moreover, the irradiation by the antineutrinos (or may be by 
the positrons, according to: u + 7 -» e + ). (But the reaction between the proton and 
neutron is: n-^+e"- see above). In reality /29.30/. one ejects the positrons in 
obtaining the neutros ( n -) : p^- +e + (wjth the he|p of the irradjatjon by ^ 
antmeutrinos or positrons) (justly, the very clear logical reaction at the Supernova'-) 
Consequently, in guiding the antineutrino radiations from the reactors /29.30/ (which 
-are the sources of the electron antineutrinos") /30/ towards the protons (deuterons) 
(hydrogen, deuterium /30/) f one can obtain easily the neutro particles according to the 
15q (real!) reaction: /(u)/ p^,.^ /aoA ^ products Qf ^ ^ ^ 

- pos,tron (which one can easily keep with the magnetic champ) and the neutro that 
one can collect with, for instance, the surrounding metallic sphere. These particles 
(n*) have the tendency to unite as with the Supernova explosion or in the Earth 
center, even in spite of the high temperature, although the pressure is not-s o high due 
204s to the superior well solid Crust. If it is necessary, one can easily purify these n' with 
^ the classical separation means /41, G 01 T 7/os: EP404681; G 01 T 7/04- EP72279 
g 238805, EP162751. 188973. 238805; S 01 T 7/02: EP416148. 53384. 143162. 231602/' 
m The neutro as the material (in solid azote, for instance) is the good support of the 
k able for the Bombardment in the Nuclear Physics because there are the hinderino 
25^ artefacts because of the contaminations by the normal supports /28/, made from the 
same barions. 

One can utilize this superinert matter to keep the charged particles as the 
electrons and positrons in order to mix them in any necessary moment. Such energy 
source must be important for the Humanity (Cosmic trips included). One can make the 

30 closed vessel from the neutros in the solid azote (for instance) with the hole for the 
v ssel. one puts, for instance, the neutros between the double, separated by the 
space, walls (as in the Thermos) and after the congelation, one takes off the interior 
wall and Coses the vessel with the analogous cup (for instance in screwing). One can 
have the closed vessel of the congelated neutros wherein the accelerator channel 

35 serves to fill up ft by the charged particles. For the best vessel working, one can 
put the opposite charge under the vessel (the particles will be low down). 

The Supem va stars contain the seri s of the different elem nts. The Sun b I ngs 
t the minority of th stars, that are al_n_ /38/. and one can make the c nc.usion 
about the Solar System origin. It is created from the relatively small expl ded star 

40 because the Solar System mass is ~1 % of the Sun mass. , t is evident that this evem 
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had to take place ~5 milliard y ars ago (the Earth /14/). The rotation of the original 
fragments (nebula) around the Sun (that were transformed into the planets with such 
rotations), the same orbit plane of all planets of th Solar System (except, th 
strange and apparently xterior Pluton, that confirms my thesis) and also a similarity, 
par example of the planets-giants (neighbours): Jupiter, Uranus, Saturne and Neptune 
714/ confirm well my conclusion. As a result, the Sun age must be much more than 
the 5 milliard ans, accepted today /42/. The seriuos contradictions, concerning the 
birth place of the Sun in Our Galaxy (with such younger age) /43/. confirm the 
problem to accept the younger Sun age, supporting my conclusion. 

Justly, such systems with the mass ratio (M/M.,) between the stars equal to 002 
(in the binary system) were discovered /Refs.44/. When the mass of the principal star 
is similar to the Sun one, the satellite mass (typically) is less than the 30% of the 
Sun mass /45A Justly in these cases, ALL mass of the satellite star is scattered during 
the explosion and the "neutron" (neutro!) star does not appear instead of Supernova 
/46/, resembling the Solar System. Logically, because the Sister Star of the Sun was 
% small, the explosion temperature was not so high, so a larger quantity of elements as 
J the iron, oxygen or silicon could rest with the explosion. And the heavy agglomerations 
£ of these neutro particles, justly, could serve as the heavy nuclei, around which, at the 
J end, the other components could (already) attach in producing the planets. The 
20 ; . astonishing fact, that after the 5 milliard years, "the solid heart (of the Earth) has the 
p qu,cker rotation (in the melted matter) than the planet rest" /47/. demonstrates that 
g the value of the "heart" angular moment is yet grand (justly, due to the dense mass 
12 logically, of the neutros). in spite of the energy dissipation due to the friction 
g Logically, the Sun age (that must be higher than that of the Solar System) appears 
25 . as the younger one. because there are the currents of the hydrogen concentrated 
masses ,n the spiral Galaxies /48/. which "feed" the Sun. that was well known from 
th proposed earlier theories /Refs.49/. The fact, that in the elliptic Galaxies (where 
there is no such hydrogen currents), the star ages are similar and sufficiently old /4/ 
c nfirms this. With chaotic "feedings", the spiral Galaxy stars have the spectrum 
30 diapasons sufficiently large and their real age is also sufficiently old. because the 
hydrogen quantities of the star (in situ) are always weaker that those, that one can 
estimate according the state of these stars today, so. evidently, the reaction was 
c ntinuing more time. 

§5. Law of laws: conductivity of electric and gravitational fields is due to temporary 
35 transformations u~ e~ and u~e + . Perpetual Motion Machine and "Flying 

Carpets". 

Maxw II, Ampere and other physicists did not believe in the force action by th 
d,stance: .t was against th ir physical sense. T explain the distance electric fore 
acbon dejacto. they intr duced the signification: the electric field. "The electric field 
40 >s the space portion, neighbouring to the electric bodies considering acc rding to the 
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electric phenomena" /SO/. Ampere's and Maxwell's pictures with the networks of the 
electric force lines and the "isolines", showing the electric field, are usual today too 

But in reality, one knows almost nothing about such fields, except: if one puts the 
charge in the field (space "spot"), it would be the object of the electric force action 
5 (de facto). Moreover, the appearance of the vector of the electric force in the empty 
space without the charges during the electromagnetic wave propagation is 
unimaginable. But physically, the electric field propagation from point to point of the 
space (short distance action) must take place from the one material oartiH* to the 
other one < nowd ays «eld determination is only phenomenologicai, at the end: it is the 
10 vacuum, where one registrates the action of the electric force). And justly in the 
absolute vacuum (with the falseness of the Einstein-Bohr Physics) there' is the 
neutrino and antineutrino omnipresence "in the very strong quantities" in Our Universe 
/51.52/. 

And justly, these particles can be transformed (with the ray help) into the 
15Q el ctrons and positrons (§4). In accepting that there are the transformation waves 
*- /1 6/ (very momentarily and frequently) of the neutrinos and antineutrinos into the 
electrons and positrons (repetitively), beginning from the electrons and positrons of 
the permanant electric charges (activating the charges by the unities ), one proves the 
propagation law of the electric field (electric force) from point to point! There is no 
4, any energy loss during these spherical waves he/. The impossibility to have the 
jL electrical force lines (justly these waves of similar mechanism) with the speed higher 
ry than that of the light /25.§3/, confirms the presence of these waves. Evidently the 
m appearance of the electric force E vectors (and the magnetic H) in the vacuum . 
■ dunng the electromagnetic wave propagation, is very natural due to the rapid 
transformations (neutrinos—electrons and antineutrinos— positrons). 

The neutrino and antineutrino source is the Big Bang /51.S2/. As a result there is 
n these particles between the Universes and one does not see the Other Universes, 
PrtnCipa " Y > bUt not because of *• W distance (or closed space curvature or the 
absence of other Universes), .t is interesting to see the neutrino and antineutrino rays 
30 (by stereo radians of the sky) to localize the distant Universes. 

But this Superlaw of the electric champ nature conducts to the Perpetual Motion 
Machine creation. ,t does not deny the impossibility to make the ancient Perpetual 
Mot,on Machine. For this, one eliminates (or almost eliminate: for the best consecutive 
separation) the electric field /in eliminating the u and u in the neighbouring space 
35 w.th the r- ray help (transforming them into e" and e + ) and consequently with the 
magnet.c field help/ and separates the charges ( beaucouo in with ut. air ady the 
el ctric f ie .ds. m this case, there is no (ajmost) the work..,, and after ' the 
consecutiv introduct, n of the u and u. this Perpetual M ti n Machine must functi n 

40 Ilk Th 9 7 ltati0na ' ,ie ' d " na, ° 90US Chan9B diStanCe) mUSt a '*> P'°Pa°ate 

40 l,k the electric field with the spheric waves (logically, the comin^rwithout th 
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energy loss (as the vacuum fluctuations /16/) where the sole omnipresent u and u, 
must guarantee the similar short distance action of the forces and the field elimination 
must be common that facilitates the transport by the transport m ans ("Flying 
Carpets"). The light red shift, originated from the space with the strong 'gravitation 

5 /16/, confirms the common u and u "service". 

The chaos in the Nuclear Physics (because of the false law presence) is well visible 
/53/: "In the domain of the reactor physics, justly, the well known things are not 
correct; and the correct things often are unknown" ( epigraph ). The fact that the 
neutrinos arrived to the Earth earlier (18 hours) than the light after the Supenova 
10 1987A explosion /Refs.54/ (with their synchronous appearance /38/), shows clearly 
that their speed was higher than that of the light. This is well confirmed by the fact, 
that the speed of the striked (by the neutrinos and antineutrinos) particles (in water) 
was higher than that of the light (in water) /55/. Even a milliard of cases of the light 

P diffusion during pass would not increase the time of such light pass time (less than 1 
15J second), but at the same time, these diffusions for the neutrino particles must be 

J fatal for their arriving. This confirms clearly the bases of the New, developed by me. 
Physics and the rigidity of the Einstein-Bohr Physics for many centuries in the case of 

*Q an absence of this work. 

^ §6. The 1st proof (and even 1st suggestion) of sure existence of Other Universes. 
20^ Process conducting to the most powerful energy of Existence. Sure confirmation 

O of all these discoveries. 

fjj One can well consider that at the periphery of Our Universe , in the intergalactic 
H space, the quantity of arrived neutrinos is less /§5,56,57/. And again, even the mass 
U existence of the neutrinos, well demons t rated (and even precise!) (§4). proves th» m n 
25 Bang- like process of the Our Univera origin . Consequently, justly, "the most distant 
object, detected today", is the "intense formation of the stars, associated with the 
(almost) dust absence" /SB/, because of the light propagation absence at the 
p riphery of this formation because of the weak neutrinos concentration (§5). 
Consequently (also §5). the other existing Universes cannot be visible but their 
30 particle radiation can be registrated. And by chance, justly, one can easily distinguish 
the Universes, with the radiations, very different from those of Our Universe.Evidently 
the radiations of Our Galaxy (Universe) are much higher for our detectors. 

There is the presence of the cosmic rays with the energy more than 10 17 -5x10 19 eV 
(onjy of the extragalactic origin) where there is no visible source in their directions 
/59-63/. Evidently the scientists cannot imagine that these are the Universes because it 
is impossibl to suppose that their light (at the sam time) cannot traverse the 
"fr ntal" zone betwe n th Universes, which is with ut th n utrinos. C nsequ ntly, 
th scientists try to explain these pow rful radiations by the particle accelerati ns 
even by the magnetic int rgalactic fields that ar too w ak to transfer such nergy 
/64/. And again, the deviation by the magn tic fields of such ultrastrong cosmic 
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radiations are too weak /65/ to suppose other sources of other original dir ctions The 
cosm.c rays can induct the radio waves (and sometimes the visible light) after the 
interaction with the other matter /59/ and this must be a reason that the radioga.axies 
or QSO (quasi stellar obj cts), associated with them, and e v n the unresolved y- 
5 ray b.azars are near the direction of the cosmic rays of the ultragigantic energy 
/66,64,63,67/. Moreover, these particles (the mass must be less than 40 "GeV" /68/) 
of the ultragigantic energies must, normally, have the speed, higher than that of the 
l.ght (see below) and the magnetic fields cannot infuence them (§3). 

Moreover, this is "the exotic particle reacting strongly" (uhecron, hadron) (but not 
10 the classic proton) /68.69/ that "originates from sources of the cosmic distance" /69/ 
that must be present in these extrapowerful rays according to the properties of the 
"a,r shower" in the Earth atmosphere ,68/. Consequent*, one proposes the existence 
of the supermassive heavy particles X of Our (evidently for them) Universe of the 
very young age, the radiodisintegration of which produces these radiated exotic 
particles ,70/. already accelerated until the energy of 10 20 eV! The red shift presence 
"of intrinsic origin" ("different matter patterns can have the masses of different 
scales) (but not because of the classic Doppler effect because of the Universe 
expant.on) of the wave radiation with weaker energies of the QSO and of the 
penpheric Galaxies of OurUniverse /66.71/ confirms the exotic character of the cosmic 
rad,at.on of the ultrastrong energy. Because this radiation includes the Galaxies as the 
- q M82 /66/. that is found on the cosmic ray directions of the ultrastrong energy /62/ 
- this wave radiation with the exotic wave shift can be induced, justly by these' 
particles (also exotic !) of the different Universes. 

th'o^n knOW ' ed9e ° f reaCti ° n ° f the UniVerees . ^om 

he Our, w„i give the supertitanic energy to the Humanity, where the partide speed 

w,th he mass similar to that of the proton) is almost 10 times higher that that of the 
light, (for instance, for cosmic ships moving with the speed more than several light 
speeds,. The researches as the study of the "air showers", the precise topologies of 
the ray local structures in the stereo radians, the precise original content of these 
rays and the precising of the Quark theory (that is not corect: see the proton, neutron 
and neutro- §4 ) will permit to resolve this problem N'1 of the Humanity 

The cosmic rays of a weaker energy « 10 " e V). already, fuU all Our Galaxy in all 

Trr / 5 r ,5iA "™ ere is n ° doubt that °< 

(already of the fantastic for us energy) are the principal sources of (these) cosmic 
rays /59.64.61/ in the Galaxies of Our Universe. But the directions of these rays 
normally, coincide with the radiation sources /59,6l,60/ that is n t the cIsT^r the 

r ner9y that is more than ,o19 c — g - in.!;: 

(because there are the Other Universes, invisibl for lectroma,™ 
„ 4 'ectromagnetic wav s, because 
of the neutrino absence between th Universes). " 

Evidently, the other Universes (similar to the Our) must be detected as thejoca. 
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sources (but invisible for the electromagnetic waves) of the cosmic rays with the 
energy .ess than 10 7 -io 19 eV that is less distinguishable, because of large canities 
of cosm.c rays with the energy, similar to that of Our Galaxy (and Our Universe) 

Ev.dently, these exceptional conclusions confirm very well the validity of AU_ (■) 
5 these discoveries and their applications, even fantastic (§§1-5). 
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Oj DEVELOPMENT . 

y. The discoveries ^ith their titanic applications w^re published in 1999 (WO 

S 99/56288). But the abave text was the exact copv/bf the National European Phase 
ZS ~~- (N'00200217.8- 10 Claim^ofjtt^gjjjjgjj^ 

1 1 Claims}, some modified\for the clair visibjfity of the Generality and Unity of 
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Important Supplement for Research- According to Law . 

Acording to Law /for instance, Art.52(3) of Convention of European Patent Office 
(EPO)/; "The provisions of paragraph 2 (as nonpatentability of discoveries and scientific 
theories AS SUCH ) shall exclude patentability of the subject-matter or activities 
reffered to in that provision only (ONLY) to the extent to which a European patent 
application... relates to such suject-matter or activities AS SUCH (it means without 
their practical applications)". To see also "Guidlines for Examination in 
European Patent office": "... the international searches that it- 
(EPO) makes and the Reports of International Search that it 
establishes are identical to the European Search and to European 
Search Report.." and §CIV-10, CVI-2.2. with Art. 52 (2,3): 
"Examination of the deposed european applications according to PCT 
procedure must be developed EXACTLY by the same way as for other 
european patent . applications " . 

The direct stipulation is absolutely EQUIVALENT (since secondary school since 1z 
years since "their" Euclide) to the stipulation, opposite to the inverse one: "If the 
European Patent Application concerns the subject-matters (as the discoveries and 
scientific theories) with their applications (= "not as such"), they are patentable ONLY 
in this case"! 

So one stipulates clearly according to DIRECT Law /stipulation opposite to the inverse 
one of Art.52(3) these subject-matters (like discoveries and scientific theories) are 
patentable only with their applications (!). Consequently, the claims, concerning "Theory 
or (EVEN!) principle underlying the invention" (letter T" according the Form of the EPO 
Research) (to see also "Guidelines.." §CI-2.2.) and claims, concerning their practical 
consequences must be considered ONLY ENSEMBLE, according to the law. Consequently, 
I present here the (priliminary) International Classification of Patents with the mentions 
of the corresponding claim Groups , serving to the establishment of each element of 
I.C.P. 

Claims 1,2,3,5: H02K 44/00"; G01P 3/50; G01B 11/03; G01R 5/00, 33/00; G01T 5/00; 
G01J 3/00. Claims 3,4,6: G01T 1/00; GOU 3/00; G21H 7/00; G21K 1/00, 7/00; G02B 
23/00; G01B 15/00; G21G 1/00, 5/00. Claims 3,4,7: G01T 1/00, 7/00, 7/02, 7/04, 7/06, 
3/00; G21G 1/00, 5/00; H05H 6/QO. Claims 3,4,8: G01T 1/OO f 7/00, 7/02, 7/04, 
7/06; G21C 23/00; G21K 5/08. Claims 3,4,9: G21D S/OO; G01T 7/02. Claims 3,4,10: 
G21K 1/00; H02N 1/00; H02K 44/00. Claims 3,4,11: G01V 7/00. 
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Claims . 

I claim: 

Claim 1. The "magnetic" (magnetic) force characterized in that it is born as a 
result of the mutual deformations of the electric fields (of only existino electric 
5 charges) due to their relative movements. 

Claim 2. New unknown force in the atom, born as a result of the mutual 
deformations of the existing electric fields due to the relative movement (between the 
nucleus and electron) according Claim 1, characterized in that said force repulses the 
electron from the nucleus. 
IO Claim 3. The bases of the New Atomic J*>afe Physics as the clair consequences of 

the New Force existence according Claims 1 and 2. characterized by the following 
characteristics: 

D.The Heizenberg Incertainty Principle is not correct because this Force permits to 
p avoid the particle "perturbation quantum" (payed obligingly for the information 
- according to this Principle) de facto and consequently to determine the coordinates 

and the speed of the particle (charged) at the same tim* 
f 2) ThiS ForCe ' ^Pu'sive for the electron, increasing quicker than the Coulomb force 

with the distance decrease from the nucleus, determines the classical force equilibrium 
for the electron in the atom and the fundamental discrete orbit and consequently 
avo,ds and eliminates the very abstract Quantization principle (claimed only in Atom) 

3).Due to the disequilibrium, created during the atom excitation, the electron radial 
osculation (around fundamental orbit or a more distant temporary orbit because of the 
temporary increase of the tangential speed) is bom between the two radial opposed 
forces (of Coulomb and New), which, very differently, depend on the radius (distance 
from nucleus) where the electron makes the sinusoidal wave- similar movement during 
which there is the electromagnetic wave radiation. 

4) .The atom excited state is not determined by the quantum postulates of the 
dehm.tmg conditions of the Schrodinger equation (Bohr's postulates) but by the 
existence possibility in the space of the wave of the quasi-stationary electron 
movement (with complete periods) with the PRECISE direction of the radial movement 
towards (and from) the well distant nucleus wherein the component of the New Force 
(in radial direction) diminishes the kinetic energy in transforming it also into the 
electromagnetic wave energy, radiated until the exhaustion of the radial oscillations. 

5) .Due to the superior order dependence of the radial speed of the electron 
(" sci.lator") on the radius (R), the radial electron speed is stronger with increase of 
AR (radius change) (and "oscillation" amplitude) (or increase of AE- electric field 
potential energy differ nee) and consequently the wav energy is larger with the 
frequ nee increase. 

6) .Th acc mpanying transformati n of th xcitation energy into the h at is 
justly, due to the geometric disagreement for the stable excited state establishment 
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with the quasi-stationary lectron movement . 

7) . Genera My, aft r the oscillations in the IMMOBILE electric fi Id direction, the 
electromagn tic wav creation is due.justly, to the New Force, that arises in th 
direction, opposite to th mom ntary movement of the oscillations (gen ral unremarked 

5 condition of the energy transformation: the work against the opposite force and Le 
Chatelier's Principle), that proves the nonprecise character of the Maxwell's Equations. 

8) . The discrete spectra are only consequences of the law and real physical forces. 

9) .The Wave-Particle Duality does not exist and the electron is only the particle 
with the quantity of movement determined in each point and it is subordinated only to 

10 the real physical forces. 

10) .There is no some governing Probability, determinating the electron presence in 
such or such space spot without the real physical forces. 

11) .The relativistic correction of Dirac to the principal Schrodinger equation of the 
Quantum Mechanics is not correct and, at the end, it is only the empiric postulated 

1C3 correction that permits to approach to the experimental physical data. 
^ Claim 4. The falsehood of the Theory of Relativjty and its consequences /mainly for 
«p Atomic Scale (Microworld) Physics/ and New additional Basic Laws ( additional Bases ') 
+j for the Atomic Scale (Microworld) Physics, Cosmology ( as natural Nuclear 
,q Superlaboratory) and even for the Nature (firstly serious) of the electric and 

204= gravitational fields (for Microworld included) as a result of the New Bases of the 
p Atomic Scale (Microworld) Physics and New Force, according to claims 1-3, 
fy characterized by following characteristics: 

1 ) As in the Atomic Scale Physics , in the Theory of Relativity, there is no event 
p dependence on the Observer and the relativistic correction of Dirac is not correct. 

2) .As a result of the false Wave-Particle Duality, the bases of Postulates and 
consequences of the Theory of Relativity are not correct and consequently there is no 
speed limit, mass increase and length decrease at the speeds, close to those of the 
"9ht in situ de facto without the real physical forces. 

3) .There is no mass increase during the "photon" movement and consequently, the 

30 light is only the pure wave wherein the straight light trajectory in the vacuum and 

light speed only depend on the electromagnetic field interactions but not on the 
Newton laws. 

2 

4) .The E=mc equation (E-energy, m-mass, c-light speed), the principal sequence 
of the Theory of Relativity and Atomic Physics is totally incorrect and, oppositely, 

35 there is the New correct Law of the Matter Conservation. 

5) .After the interaction of th incident light with the substance, only the secondary 
radiation and energy dissipation (sometimes close to zero) by the substance atoms 
Play a role du to the interacti n f th el ctromagnetic fields of th incident light 
with the substance atoms. 

6) .The annihilation of the electrons and positrons does not tak place because the 
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consequ nc s of th^Wa ry of R lativity are hot correct (rAlp transf rmation into th 
en rgy, particularly), but there is nly th transformation of the electron (e~) into the 
neutrino (u) and the positron ( + ) into the antineutrino (0) WITH EQUAL MASSES . 

7) .Th charg disappearance or birth can happen with absorption or radiation of the 
wav lectromagnetic nergy ( T - waves) with the transformations: e"=u+ T or 
e =u+y. 

8) .The classical neutron contains the electron, positron, and gluon and its 
transformation into the proton takes place with the electron elimination (which can be 
transformed into the neutrino with the y- wave energy. 

9) .The new particle, named the neutro (n*), represents the naked very stable 
neutron without the electron, positron and gluon and it can be created from the proton 
in eliminating positron according to described process. 

10) .There is the Universal law of the transformation of the electromagnetic wave 
into the charge and oppositely. 

11) . After the Supernova star explosion (temperature in center is ~10 11 *C) there is 
the creation of the gigantic quantity of energy and the birth of the neutrino and 
antineutrino from the electron and positron (e + + e _ -u + u + r), that (positrons). Justly, 
are created from the protons of the star plasma after such increase of the temperature 
(with the neutro creation becoming the new star center). 

12) .The space curvature generally (and near the neutro stars and "Black Holes" 
particularly) does not have to take place because the consequences of the Theory of 
Relativity are not correct and during the light ray approaching to these cosmic 
creations there is only the interaction with the very powerful electromagnetic fields, 
conducting to the perturbation of the light ray movement and even to the light 
neutralisation. 

13) .The Solar System creation (-1% of Sun mass) taked place about 5 milliard 
years ago, after the explosion of the other star, the little Sun Satellite, which became 
the Supernova, the mass of which was transformed entirely into the mass of the 
planets and asteroids wherein the Supernova neutro nucleus parts were served for the 
initial planet agglomerations. 

14) .The Sun age is very underestimated because of the negligence of the Sun 
"feedings" by the moving interstellar hydrogen agglomerations in the spiral Galaxv. 

15) .The serious nature of the shoil_distance propagations of the electric and 
gravitational force is the transformations: e-=u+ T and e + =U +r . wherein the 
omnipresent u and u are transformed , very momentarily and frequently with the 
spheric waves, propagating frequently and rapidly, into the e" and e + without the 
energy loss. 

16) .The ELECTROMAGNETIC WAVE propagation with the very astonish appearanc of 
the electric f rce E vector (and of th "magnetic" force H) in the : space without the 
charg s during this propagation must take plac due to the temp rary and local 
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transformations beA n the n utrinos (and antineutrM and the electrons 
(positr ns). 

l7).The existence f the Other Universes ( invisible b cause of the u and u absence 
in th interUniverse space) is proved due to the cosmic ray particles (of ultrahigh 
en rgy), which are the products of the colossal energy reation, absent in th Our 

Universe. 



Claim 5. The new process of the mesurement of the coordinates and speeds of the 
part,cles (with charges) with the New discovered Force according to Claims i 2 3(1) 
characterized in that one puts (near the scintillating screen on the particle trajectory' 
the coordinates) the immobile charge (with the surrounding shield, except the direction 
near the virtual contact of the particle with the ecran) and mesures the force (as 
that of Lorentz) of the revealing charge calibrated interactions with the moving 
particle charge (proportional to its. mesured by this way, speed ). 

Claim e.The process of the neutrino and antineutrino 'detections (with Neutrino 
Telescope included) with the neutrino and antineutrino transformations into the 
electrons arid positrons with the electromagnetic wave energy help according to Clairm 
4(6.7,10), characterized in that one. irradiates the neutrinos and/or antineutrinos during 
their movement (for instance, in perpendicular direction) with the intensive y- rays 
and makes the consecutive registration (of routine) of the charged particles (e" e + ) 

Claim 7. The process of the preparation of the new neutro particle according to 
Cla,m 4(9), characterized in that one irradiates the protons (as hydrogen or 
deutenum) with the antineutrinos in purifying (if necessary) easily the created neutros 
(very mert parti cjes^^lstinguish 

Claim 0. The utilisation of the new neutro particle for the secondary Utilities for the 
research experiments or production (made with the waves or particle irradiation help) 
in the Nuclear Physics (including the Supports of Targets to Bombard ) with its 
(very inert properties according to Claim 4(9,11), characterized in 
that these particles are much more inert than other barions (that are 
_ the supports of j normal matter) . 

Claim 9. The vessel tostdck the charged particles (as" e" or e+), made of very inert 
neutro particles, according to Claim 4(9,11), characterized in that one can form this 
vessel at low temperature (in solid azot with hole) and to utilize the opposite charges 
(under closed vessel) to low down the particles. 

Claim 1©.The Perpetual Motion Machine, characterized in that one eliminates (or 
almost eliminates) the electric field /in eliminating the v and u from the neighbouring 
space with the help of the T - irradiation (transforming them into e" and e + , easily 
liminable) according to Claims 4(6,7)/ and consequently separates many charges 
without (or almost) already the electric fieid and WITHOUT THE WORK ( almost ). 

Claim 11, The process of the gravitational field elimination /for transport means 
("Flying Carpets") included/, characterized in that on eliminates (or aim st 
eliminates) the gravitational field in eliminating the u and u from the space (below 
the object, f r instance) with the r-rays help (transformating them into the e" and 
e , easily eliminable ), according to Claims 5(6,7) and 9. 
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(57) Abstract: Einstein-Bohr Physics end (WO 99/56288) yields already titanic results. RELATIVE deformations of electric fields 
creat eunknown force preventing electron approach to nucleus (immovable). As result, Uncertainty, Quantization, Wave-Particle 
Duality and Reigning Probability are eliminated. Orbit discontinuities arc consequence of Fundamental Orbit existence, created 
by equilibrium between physical forces and space accord with excited state, where as result, OSCILLATING wave- like electron 
movement is quasi-stationary during transition. "Michelson" experiments are utopy , with Theory of Relativity consequences. Elec- 
tron: e<-) and positron: e(+) conversions into electronic neutrino (nu) with gamma rays are without mass loss and they determine 
electric (and gravitational) distant force, making real materialization of electric and gravitational fields. Cosmic rays (of particles) 
are sent by Other Universes but light cannot pass between Universes (without nu). Light cannot leave Universe and reflects from 
its confines (without nu behind). "2nd Thermodynamic Law is not valid. Big Bang is due to concentrated light after consecutive 
Universe contraction. Neutron contains: e(-), e{+), gluon, neutro (n°- new very inert "neutron" star particle). Planets are bom due to 
Sun Binary explosion (Supernova) where their n° nuclei attached (melted at explosion) mantle, that explain eccentricity. 2 magnetic 
momenta presence (of n° nucleus with rapid rotation and of mantle) with separated centers is property of all planets and Sun, having 
precession and nutations determining seisms and equatorial storms. Practical consequences are unthinkable but ask investment Nu 
detection by gamma irradiation (Nu telescope). Perpetual motion, obtained in eliminating the field, based on nus, by their transfor- 
mation into e(-) with charge separations without field ("Flying Carpets" -alike). Obtained nu is for Target (to Bombard) Support and 
to stock charged particles. Coordinates and velocities measurements at the same time. Seism predictions, volcans elimination, island 
creation, climate prediction (solved sunspots), Big Bang energy use. 



INTER 



ONAL SEARCH REPORT 




al Application No 

PCT7IB 00/00843 



A. CLASSIFICATION OF SUBJECT MATTER 

IPC 7 G21K1/00 



According to International Patent Classification (IPC) or to both national classification and IPC 



B. FIELDS SEARCHED 



Minimum documentation searched (classification system followed by classification symbols) 

IPC 7 621K 



Documentation searched other than minimum documentation to the extent that such documents are included in the fields searched 
Electronic data base consulted during the international search (name of data base and, where practical, search terms used) 

WPI Data, INSPEC, EPO-Internal 



C DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category ° Citation of document with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages 



Relevant to claim No. 



p,x 



WO 99 56288 A (ZAGYANSKY YULY) 
4 November 1999 (1999-11-04) 
cited in the application 
the whole document 



1-12 



□ 



Further documents are fisted in the continuation of box C. 



Patent family members are listed in annex. 



° Special categories of cited documents : 

*A" document defining the general state of the art which is not 

considered to be of particular relevance 
*E" earlier document but published on or after the international 

filing date 

"L" document which may throw doubts on priority ctairn(s) or 
which is cited to establish the publication date of another 
citation or other special reason (as specified) 

"O" document referring to an oral disclosure, use, exhibition or 
other means 

*P" document published prior to the international filing date but 
later than the priority date claimed 



T later document published after the international fQtng date 
or priority date and not in conflict with the application but 
cited to understand the principle or theory underlying the 
invention 

"X" document of particular relevance; the claimed invention 
cannot be considered novel or cannot be considered to 
involve an inventive step when the document is taken alone 

"Y* document of particular relevance; the claimed invention 

cannot be considered to involve an inventive step when the 
document is combined with one or more other such docu- 
ments, such combination being obvious to a person skiOed 
in the art 

*&" document member of the same patent famDy 



Date of the actual completion of the international search 



10 October 2000 



Date of mailing of the international search report 



17/10/2000 



Name and mailing address of the ISA 

European Patent Office, P.B. 5818 Patentiaan 2 
NL-2280 HV Rijswijk 
Tel. (+31-70) 340-2040. Tx. 31 651 epo nl. 
Fax: (+31-70) 340-3016 



Authorized officer 



Capostagno, E 



Form PCT/ISAC10 (second sheet) (July 1 ©82) 



INTERN 



?N^1< 



ONAL SEARCH REPORT 

on patent family members 



al Application No 

PCTTlB 00/00843 



Patent document 
cited in search report 



Publication 
date 



Patent family 
members) 



Publication 
date 



U0 9956288 



04-11-1999 



AU 
WO 



5044699 A 
0052989 A 



16-11-1999 
14-09-2000 



Form PCT/lSA/21 0 (patent tamfty annex) <Ju»y 1982) 



£E 
O 
CL 
Ul 
X 
X 

o 

< 
11} 
CO 
-I 

< 
z 
o 
p 
< 
z 

QC 
Uf 




2 

u 

i 



i £ 

ii 

i! 

c o 

SI 




Covering Letter. 

"Assistant Commissioner for Patents", Dr.Y.Zagyansky, Entraide, 22 rue Ste Marthe 
Box^PCT, Washington D.C. 20231 75010 Paris France { BIG ATTENTION : 
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-ODEON, 118 Bd. St Germain, 75272 Paris, Cedex 06, 

Application N°PCT/IB00/00843 until ^Communication that strike is over!!!) 
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text). 
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you, also, by your interest (Art. 20) and it is entirely included as the beginning 
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I am sending here the English translation of prioritary PCT/FR99/01851 in spite 
of VERY minor changes ALTHOUGH,according Search, this priority serves 
ONLY against its own publication: so its precise knowledge serves to nothing. 
During PCT filing, I clearly explained the absolutely correct change of priority 
date (that is in perfect accord with USPTO law in practice de facto: to see a set 
of sent here numerous priority date changes in US PATENTS [of only some 
Fr nchmen]: it must be thousands and thousands). Anyway in practice, it 
changes nothing (PCT Rule 26bis.2(b)) and I had, anyway to enter into the US 
National phase before 03 July 2001 (According Form. PCT/IB/308- to see 
her ): 20 months. 

4. I am original sole and entirely independent inventor (too small unity) 
(without agents) of this application, who does not have yet any (even potential) 
agre ment with any person or organization, concerning utilization of this very 
important invention (to see here signed Forms PTO/SB/09 and PTO/SB/01). My 
income even is essentially less than necessary to pay the income annual taxe 
(see here last "Certificat de Nonimposition"). Copies of my essential documents 
(official papers) are present in Receiving Offices (IB- PCT/IB00/00843 and FR- 
PCT/FR99/01851). 

5. I am sending here the check for $460 (done by my bank "Societe Generate") 
for Basic National fee (International preliminary examination fee not paid, and 
International Search Report prepared by EPO) for small Unity ($430). This check 
is attached (stapled) to this Covering Letter. The resting $30 are for future 
registered proven letters of USPTO to me: thank you very much in forward for 
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(registered) answer to: Zagyansky Y. poste restante, poste Paris- ODEON, 118 Bd. St Germain, 

75272 Paris, Cedex 06, until (COMMUNICATED by me) end of strike of only 
my 10th Paris region. All PAGES of all supplements are signed by me. 
Sincerely yours Dr.Y.Zagyansky (Dir.Rech.Equ.) 
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Forms PCT/IB/308 for PCT/IB00/00843 (nonsigned ; and signed and sent very 
recently after asking^and for PCT/FR99/01851- prioritary). 7. Perfect 
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04 novembre 1999 (04.1 1.99) sous le numero WO 99/56288 

RAPPEL CONCERNANT LE CHAPITRE II (article 31.2)a) et regie 54.2) 

Si le deposant souhaite reporter I'ouverture de la phase nationale jusqu'a 30 mots (ou plus pour ce qui concerne certains 
offices) a compter de la date de priority, la demande d'examen preliminaire international doit etre presentee a 
I'administration competente chargee de I'examen preliminaire international avant ('expiration d'un delai de 19 mots a 
compter de la date de priorite. 

II appartient exclusivement au deposant de veiller au respect du delai de 19 mois. 

. II est a noter que seul un deposant qui est ressortissant d'un Etat contractant du PCT lie par le chapitre II ou qui y a son 
domicile peut presenter une demande d'examen preliminaire international. 

RAPPEL CONCERNANT L'OUVERTURE DE LA PHASE NATIONALE (article 22 ou 39.1 )) 

Si le deposant souhaite que la demande internationale pro cede en phase nationale, il doit, dans le delai de 20 mois ou 
de 30 mois, oil plus pour ce qui concerne certains offices, accomplir '.as'actes mentionnes.dans ces dispositions aupres 
de chaque office designe ou elu. 

Pour d'autres informations importantes concernant les delais et les actes a accomplir pour I'ouverture de la phase 
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Name and mailing address of the I PEA/ 



European Patent Office 
/llSl D-80298 Munich 
VM Tel. ( + 49-89) 2399-0, Tx: 523656 epmu d 
. Fax: ( + 49-89) 2399-4465 



Authorized officer 



D. Magliano 



Form PCT/IPEA/424 (January 1994) 



(31/05/2002) 



INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. PCT/I BOO/00843 



I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70.16 and 70. 1 7))\ 
Description, pages: 

1 -26,3 1 -49 as originally filed 

^^^p^l't as received on 28/05/2001 with letter of 25/05/2001 

as received on 21/02/2002 with letter of 1 9/02/2002 

Claims, No.: 

1-12 as originally filed 
Drawings, sheets: 

1/2,2/2 as originally filed 



us! pro is a^fr i / o 

JAKE THESE P/IVSS , 
T /?£-MA7)£ THESE pages 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item; 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rule 
55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in 
the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 



Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Boxes I- VIII, Sheet 1) (July 1998) 
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Applicant's or agent's file reference 


See Notification of Transmittal of International 
FOR FURTHER ACTION Preliminary Examination Report (Form PCT/IPEA/416) 


International application No. 
PCT/I BOO/00843 


International filing date (day/month/year) 
22/06/2000 


Priority date (day/month/year) 
03/1 1/1 99ft 


International Patent Classification (IPC) or national classification and IPC 

G21K1/00 ?o vA 


Applicant Vj cp> 
ZAGYANSKY, Yuly ^ 



1. This international preliminary examination report has been prepared by this International Preliminary f^amining Authority 
and is transmitted to the applicant according to Article 36. \ & 

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 4 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

E This report is also accompanied by ANNEXES, i.e. sheets of the description, claims and/or drawings which have 
been amended and are the basis for this report and/or sheets containing rectifications made before this Authority 
(see Rule 70.16 and Section 607 of the Administrative Instructions under the PCT). 

These annexes consist of a total of one sheets. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 

I Basis of the report 

Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial app 
citations and explanations suporting such statement 



II 


□ 


III 

IV 


□ 


V 


□ 


VI 


□ 


VII 


□ 


VIII 


□ 



Date of submission of the demand 
28/05/2001 



Name and mailing address of the international 
preliminary examining authority: 
European Patent Office 

D-80298 Munich 
Tel. +49 89 2399 - 0 Tx: 523656 epmu d 

Fax: +49 89 2399 - 4465 



Date of completion of this report 
04.03.2002 



Authorized officer 
Korb, W 

Telephone No. +49 89 2399 2284 




Form PCT/IPEA/409 (cover sheet) (January 1994) 



INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. PCT/I BOO/00843 



I. Basis f the report 

1 . With regard to the elem nts of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 1 7)): 
Description, pages: 

1-51 as originally filed 

52 as received on 21/02/2002 with letter of 1 9/02/2002 

Claims, No.: 

1-12 as originally filed 
Drawings, sheets: 

1/2,2/2 as originally filed 



2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under Rule 
55.2 and/or 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in 
the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 



Form PCT/lPEA/409 (Boxes l-Vlll, Sheet 1) (July 1998) 



. INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATION REPORT 



International application No. PCT/I BOO/00843 



□ the description, 



pages: 



□ the claims, 

□ the drawings, 



sheets: 



Nos.: 



5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been 

considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)): 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 

III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

1 . The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non- 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

53 the entire international application. 
□ claims Nos. . 



□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 
not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 



□ the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements beloW) or said claims Nos. are so unclear 
that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 



□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

□ no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. . 

2. A meaningful international preliminary examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide 
and/or amino acid sequence listing to comply with the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative 
Instructions: 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the standard. 



because: 



Form PCT/IPEA/409 (Boxes l-VIII, Sheet 2) (Jury 1998) 



INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY International application No. PCT/I BOO/00843 

EXAMINATION REPORT - SEPARATE SHEET 



R^ Item III 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and 
industrial applicability 

The claims in substance consist of a series of statements about a new physics 
concerning subject-matter under Rule 67.1 (i) PCT. For the search it was only 
possible to yield as unique reference the previous works of the applicant on the 
same subject. The claims apparently do not clearly define any concrete and 
functioning devices or processes. 



Form PCT/Separate Sheet/409 (Sheet 1) (EPO-April 1997) 



- 52 - 

one of Art.52(3) these subject-matters (like discover! s and scientific th ories) are 
patentable only with their applications (!). Consequently, the claims, concerning "Th ory 
or (EVEN!) principle, underlying the invention" (letter T" according the Form of the EPO 
Research) (to see also "Guidelines..- §CI-2.2.) and claims, concerning their practical 
consequences must be considered ONLY ENSEMBLE, according to the law. Consequently, 
I present here the (priliminary) International Classification of Patents with the mentions 
of the corresponding claim Groups , serving to the establishment of each I.C.P. element. 

Claims 1,2,3,5: H02K 44/oo; G01P 3/50; G01B 11/03; G01R 5/00, 33/oo; Go IT 5/00; 
G01J 3/00. Claims 3,4,6: G01T 1/00; G01J 3/00; G21H 7/00; G21K 1/00, 7/00; G02B 
23/00; G01B 15/00; G21G 1/00, 5/00. Claims 3,4,7: G01T 1/00. 7/00, 7/02, 7/04, 7/06, 
3/00; G21G 1/00, 5/00; H05H 6/O0; G21C 23/00; G21K 5/08; G21D 5/00; GOIT 7/02. 
Claims 3.4.8: G21K 1/00; H02N 1/00; H02K 44/00; GOIV 7/00. Claims 3,4,9: G01P 3/50; 
G01B 11/03; G02B 23/00; H01H 35/02; B65G; B65G 47/22. Claims 3,4,10: G01R 5/00, 
33/00; G01J 3/00; G01T; G01W l/OO; G01V 3/00. Claims 3, 4,1 1: G01R 5/0O, 33/00; 
G01J 3/00; G01T; G01W; GOIV 1/00. 3/00. 1/104. 1/157; E02B 17/00; E02F. Claims 
3,4,12: G21K 1/00, 5/08, 7/00; H02N l/OO. 

Unity of Invention (S-03 /19S8, "Gazette du PCT"). I develop here the New Atomic 
Scale (Microworld) Physics ( instead of the "Einstein-Bohr" Physics of XX century, 
established by Greatest geniuses) with this "sole general " conception with absolutely 
(and often opposite) new principal bases and revolutionary (for milliards of years) 
concrete applications. Evidently such new field (even the new Science!) general 
invention entitles the new general claims /".. an invention which open up a whole field 
is entitled to more generally in the claims than one which is concerned with advances 
in a known technology" ("Guidelines.."- §CH-2.2.)/. But I guarantee the Unity of 
Invention also (also) with the help of the discovered New Force in the Atom, 
conducting futher to the net negation of all basic foundations of the Einstein-Bohr 
Physics, constructed from beginning of XX century and to the creation of the 
Absolutely New Atomic scale Physics, with the titanic applications in the sure 
continuous chain of the sure inventive discoveries, "considered as one whole, 
relatively to the technical field" where the developed continuous components of these 
chains (claims) "contain all characteristics of the previous ones" ("Gazette du PCT" 
S-03/1998 p.46). So the Unity of Invention is made in the double form. 

MANY RFST PATFNTS OF COMMON MFANS FITTING Tn niv P M mnrs «qi y takfn from r.n-RQ u 
(P.48): o. HOIH 35/02. B95C 47/00. B65G 47/22: WO 00/21052. 89/10623. 84/04962. 00/01921 01/27006- 
EP:707.93. 595446. 813214. 480131. 463291. 253790. ,24269. 706028. 305940. 125839. 502248 124269- ' 
FR 2560115. 2519947. 2490.97. b. c. GOIV (3/00. 1/00). G01W 1/00: W 01/77712 00/13647 01/38903 

T«lT m 95/259661 m ° ]/miX ™ ^53345. 98/^9750 9, S 20629 
718639. 829736. 422895; FR 2779530, 2542453. 2424542, 2670532. GOIV ,/,« ,/,57 E02F E02B 
17/00: W 00/63724. 97/48967. 92/11546. 90/13830. 01/79614, EP 1,36648. 5,8427 ',,47265 d G2,K 
1/00. H02N 1/00. H02K 44/00: WO 00/14750, 00/14759. EP ,1,2578. 235896. (p.18): G0,T 7/02 /04 /DS- 
HD 00/69769. 00/25,52; EP 234,50. 40468,. 008967; FR 2770648. 2729765. 2720506 2619622' 



AMENDED SHEET 



(&/ENT COOPERATION TREATY 

PCT 



INTERNATIONAL SEARCH REPORT 

(PCT Article 1 8 and Rules 43 and 44) 



Applicant's or agent* s file reference 


FOR FURTHER see Notification of Transmittal of International Search Report 

(Form PCT/ISA/220) as well as, where applicable, item 5 below. 

ACTION 


International application No. 


International filing date (day/month/year) 


(Earliest) Priority Date (day/month/year) 


PCT/ IB 00/00843 


22/06/2000 


03/11/1999 


Applicant 






ZAGYANSKY, Yuly 







This International Search Report has been prepared by this International Searching Authority and is transmitted to the applicant 
according to Article 18. A copy is being transmitted to the International Bureau. 



This International Search Report consists of a total of 2 sheets. 

|X| It is also accompanied by a copy of each prior art document cited in this report 



Basis of the report 

a With regard to the language, the international search was carried out on the basis of the international application in the 
language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

I I the international search was carried out on the basis of a translation of the international application furnished to this 
1 Authority (Rule 23.1(b)). 

b. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the international search 
was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing : 
| | contained in the international application in written form. 
| | filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 
| | furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readWe form. 

| | the statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure in the 
international application as filed has been furnished. 

| | the statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence listing has been 
furnished 



2. Q Certain claims were found unsearchable (See Box I). 

3. Q Unity of Invention Is lacking (see Box II). 



With regard to the title, 

[X| the text is approved as submitted by the applicant. 

| | the text has been established by this Authority to read as follows: 



With regard to the abstract, 



|X| the text is approved as submitted by the applicant. 

□ the t xt has been established, according to Rul 38.2(b), by this Authority as ft appears in Box III. The applicant may, 
within one month from the date of mailing of this international search report, submit comments to this Authority. 



6. The figure of th drawing to be published with th abstract is Figure No. 



| | as suggested by the applicant. 2] Non of figures. 

| | because th applicant failed to suggest a figure. 

| | because this figure better charact rizesth invention. 



F rm PCT/ISA/210 (first sheet) (July 1998) 



INTERUHIONAL SEARCH REPORT 



In^^BonaJ Application No 

PcfflB 00/00843 



A. CLASSIFICATION OF SUBJECT MATTER 

IPC 7 G21K1/00 



According to International Patent Classification (IPC) Of to both national classification and IPC 



B. FIELDS SEARCHED 



Minimum documentation searched (classification system followed by classification symbols) 

IPC 7 G21K 



Documentation searched other than minimum documentation to the extent that such documents are included In the fields searched 



Electronic data base consulted during the international search (name of data base and, where practical, search terms used) 

WPI Data, INSPEC, EPO-Internal 



C. DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED TO BE RELEVANT 



Category ° Citation of document, with indication, where appropriate, of the relevant passages 



Relevant to claim No. 



p,x 



WO 99 56288 A (ZAGYANSKY YULY) 
4 November 1999 (1999-11-04) 
cited in the application 
the whole document 



1-12 



□ 



Further documents are listed in the continuation of box C. 



ID 



Patent family members are listed in annex. 



° Special categories of cited documents : 

'A' document defining the general stale of the art which is not 

considered to be of particular relevance 
'E* earlier document but published on or after the International 

filing date 

"L' document which may throw doubts on priority ciaim(s) or 
which is cited to establish the publication date of another 
citation or other special reason (as specified) 

"O" document referring to an oral disclosure, use, exhibition or 
other means 

'P" document published prior to the international filing date but 
later than the priority date claimed 



T" later document published after the international filing date 
or priority date and not in conflict with the application but 
cited to understand the principle or theory underlying the 
invention 

"X" document of particular relevance; the claimed invention 
cannot be considered novel or cannot be considered to 
involve an inventive step when the document is taken alone 

"Y" document of particular relevance; the claimed Invention 

cannot be considered to involve an inventive step when the 
document Is combined with one or more other such docu- 
ments, such combination being obvious to a person skilled 
in the art. 

*&' document member of the same patent family 



Date of the actual completion of the international search 



10 October 2000 



Date of maiPng of the international search report 



17/10/2000 



Name and mailing address of the ISA 

European Patent Office, P.B. 5818 Patentlaan 2 
NL-2280HV Rijswijk 
Tel. (+31-70) 340-2040, Tx. 31 651 epo nl, 
Fax: (+31-70) 340-3016 
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date 


WO 9956288 A 


04-11-1999 


AU 


5044699 A 


16-11-1999 






WO 


0052989 A 


14-09-2000 
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